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.-.l_nf.'.ng.“u Thér?ihaye'beenfmany”changes in educationai'measurement'in'thevlastf.-'

several years: Changes have been ev1dent 1n such th1ngs as’ (a) the

>

measurement phllosophy embod1ed in 1nstruments (b) the educatlon 1 top1cs

N ol ,

covered by 1nstruments, and (c) the efforts made to dea1 w1th problems of

L“~5'1“ cr1ter10n referenced measurement Theoret1ca1 concepts that were a gleam

. !
“ ..

o 1n a researcher s- eye a decade ago have become rea11ty 1n the form of oo
. . - . /

o

B S

bf\'-newly deve}oped tests. Eor example, emerglng areas of-educatlon {e. g s ;/

g : R
occupatlonal ‘and' career l catlon moral educatlon) have matured to such” J

/

¥
[

L degreé thatheducators a now interestedj1n~a5sess1ng.educatlonalfoutcomes

o . . . L. . . Y
,,‘. ,'

) ln /these areas . ' P oL o T S ’ o . ’ . 4

Few wou1d deny that it is a valuable enterpr1se "to trace the evolutlon'7

fj of educatlonal meaéurement But exactly how fhls should be done is another

'.. t.

matter The subJect can be approached from many d1fferent—angles, The

L]

l-%present study appS::ched tHg problem by deallng with' two major 1ssues F1rst

~attent10n.was foc d on determ1n1ng the areas of the curr1cu1um that have

: ,/ XS : e 3
A ”,,- seen an 1ncrease 1n test1ng optlons In other words-'whattchanges have'

K

v J[7~ occurred 1n the quant1ty of avallabﬂe tests and what curr1cu1ar areas have x

- s i : X - . \.

5?~;, béen affected? Secondly,lthe'vxudy dea1t w1th “the Lssue of test qua11ty

v *
s

» . . . .

' Irrespect1ve of#thanges 1n the number of tests has the measurement soph1s—

N -
.‘ o TN . R .

v
't Va . H . P L

' e t1catlon of 1nstrument$ changed?'

.;" S "'3°It is. 1mposs1b1e ln a s1ng1e s}ydy to cover the ent1re measurement

’

f1e1d The study was 11m1ted to standardlzed tests a1med at e1ementary

N

f schoolfstudents (1 grades 1 6) To examrne changes ‘in. tests, ‘a unlque

'
r

data base was use test evaluatlon summar1es completed by the Center for

”z the Study of Eva atlon : These ﬁest evaluatlons resulted from a 1arge scale o

R Y L
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ey

I

commerc1a11y avallable tests New subJects 1n»the curr1cu1um have 1ed to 'fm'

ﬁ» ._' ’. o _. \..

tei% b1as The testlng f1e1d has been broadened by.. the expans1on Gt 1nterest,

<
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'faprbject 1nvolv1ng a quallty assessment of ali standardlzed tests ava11able

\,,

1n the Unlted States . In the course of the project tests were categor1zed

0 o

; ﬂf:by grade level and educatlonal goal area, and then tests were evaluated for TT

psYchometr1c quallty on over 20 cr1ter1a of excellence
”}: Us1ng data assemhled at the beg1nn1ng of. the decade (Hoepfner,

»

Str1ckland Stangel Jansen, & Patallno, 1970) and data ‘from the mrddle of

the decade (Hoepfner Bastone 0g11v1e Hunter Sparta, Grothe, Shan1,‘-'7' \\j'j'

[

Hufano, Goldste1n, W1111ams, G Sm1th 1976) a comparlson was ‘made of changes

f
e - o sy E ; . .

n*test qdantlty and test quallty among elementary level standarlzed

: _1nstruments., o Afd.; ?ﬂ ’ ‘f L e P o B
v 1. IR o o . iﬁg B o T [ia
N l_, o K ' - | .-. - 9 ' ) }
‘ s - Method B e S
L . . L VT S -
Procedure :

, _ y. s . ,
The procedure f%r acqu1r1ng, categor121ng akd rating tests was the. .

’'same 1n 1970 and 1976. \ First »all commerc1ally ava1lable standard1zed tests

-

-at’ the elementary educatlon level were ordered from publlshers Then the

o an»1nstrument*%as categor1zed 1nto a partlcular goal area.

L]

ha ‘ o

tests (1nclud1ng“the subtests they conta1ned) werg.categorlzed by grade '2:

level and by educatlonal goal area. (e.g., curr1culum topics . such as

athemat1cs or read1ng) .In-1970;athe grade levels were l 3, 5 and 6; in

f‘:' 1976 the levelirwgre grades l'?15;‘3-4,.546.',ForTBoth,sets.of raé}ngs, 41
L] ] .

edu%atlonal goal areas were used - These covered the eptlre range—of o
, 9° : N

educat1onal top1cs in the cogn1t1ve, affect1ve and psychomotor doma1ns.,

Based on the content of 1ts 1tems (e g: v arlthmetlc read1ng, soc1al stud1es)

e

‘After-belng categor1zed 'the.test was . aluated for quallty Each}
: . w S )
¥ . .-
1nstrument was rated on more than 20 cr1ter1a of excellence The criteria-'
™ ' ¥ C A N L
were grouped 1nto farr general areas v measurement val1d1ty, examinee
: ‘ \ T

o appropr1ateness, adm1n1strat1ve usab111ty and normed techn1cal exceLlencech j

o - e A
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Y ",,'- ! .

A11 raters had the same 1nformat10n abod*‘%ach test——a standard

- . . . i

n set cons1st1ng of the test 1tse1f and,>1n most cases, a techn1ca1
:I / X'3L2 o ‘ . ) B

I manua. or other type of support1ng 1nformatlon In assess1ng va11d1ty and
’ ' . By . ‘ ) ‘\ . 4 -
b1g1ty, only pub11sher supp11ed 1nformatlon was used No attempt was

a . ‘a

iutO search through the research 11terature and " f1nd stud1es that

' employed a: part1cu1ar 1n§trument ,m"-'__ —_ . oo
> . . B L . \

) .
Of necesslty, the preced1ng descr1pt10n of test eva1uat10n procedures

a
-

fhasfbeen-brlef Complete deta}ls are ava11ab1e in- Hoepfner et a1 (1970) and :

P ¥

Hoepfner et al.. (1976)

7 Anal _:» R
o a ys1s C ' \\

'A stralghtforward ana1ys1s procedure was used to examlne changes in

'tests To determ1ne changes in the number of 1nstruments, a crosstabu1at10n

was construcfed show1ng the number of tests, ava11ab1e for 41 educat;onal goa1

-~ ’,

"(\ . 5 areas at eaoh separate grade® 1eve1 , Th1s was done both fbr 1970 and 1976

"o ~v.data. In the ana1ys1s of test qua11ty, the study concentrated on: tests 1n

. : »

' severa1 1mportant educatlonal areas: (a) tests of att1tudes, values and.z_ ‘

-

motLvatIon,.(b) tests,o reason1ng, (c) tests of ar1thmet1c operatlons

'ﬂ-fg-i.(iﬂe;..computationaI abrﬂlty) and' (d) tests-of read1ng read1ness.~ In each.
Lo R o N , oo .
;,5'of these four areas, qua11ty rat1ngs were cqm ared for two sets of evaluatlon }
:2? S
"cr1ter1a (a) eoncurrent and pred1ct1ve va11d1ty, and (b) test ﬂellablllty

' For each ¢ 'terlon, the number and percentage of tests at each level of i

qua11ty were’ recorded f; o
' 5{' Some- thought was g1ven to us1ng 1nferentﬂa1 statlstlcs to test A

e
-

-




e

“was’ f1nally dec1ded to f0rego such analyses since xhe data used 1n the s udy

Qvl{ :f hypotheses regard1ng d1fferences in test qual1ty between 1970 and 1976 \ .: e

¢

-

.can be reasonably assumed tq represent populat1ons of tests rather than

e samples‘from populations.-‘lnferentral ASEs were, therefore,lnot reported.”

IR e ' B e

Changq; in the Quant1ty of Tests_

In the f1rs¢ part of the analys1s, the numbers of tests in the Var1ous

T . o ..

educat1onal goal categor1es were compared for 1970 and 1976 It_was dLS—

- J te . .-/

'j»'vj, .covered that there was a substant1al 1ncrease 1n~the number of 1nstruments.

SR

number had r1sen to 9¥127 For both occas1ons when evaluat1o's w‘ve per-

- i
. . e "

2=

\

, _ culum t'at mlght be termed the ”3 R's " Educat1onal goal araas¢1nvolv1ng
S ’ R . ™ . . -

read1ng, wr1t1n§}\and ar1thmet1c had a large number of xests JUn add1t10n

to these, 1mportant , ments of - the cogn1t1ve and affect1Ve educat1onal

.;‘

o ) .
RN doma1ns showed extens1ve coverage—-personal temperament (e g.,_tests of

1._, '..

».emot1onal stab1l1ty), att1tudes values arid mot1vat1on (e g N tests of self-f“'

15' o gence) E ",”- ..~t~ : T f.'ff' 21. /,'

Table l shows the number of tests evaluatgh in 1970 Table 2 g1ves
A

[y

s1m1lar 1nformat1on for 1976 ' It should be noted that the grade level cate—ﬂ

{ .\ﬁ

$ gor1es d1ffered someWhat for the two sets of data élso, the educat1onal
k

goal categor1es weTe d1fferent but only sl1ghtly Add1t1ons and delet1onsf;

Vet EE
I-Q_ were'made S0, that the 1976 goal l1st reflected an. up -to- date p1cture of :

e . i

-~ "- educat1onal offer1ngs at the elementary educat1on 1eve1 '~ For exampl
: B , S

"3 category 7 in. 1976 ‘Career. Values and Understand1ng, 111ustrated a ew;

-, - . D . . L3
'x . o - o, i L. \-,.
" o . . .

..\ b . ) . L ‘ ; ] Ly " -?.

"ln 1970, a total of l 686 test evaluat1ons were completed 1n 976,. the »,fj

esteem and att1tude toward school), and reason1ng (e g s tests of 1ntell1—v.




. '_f( . . . Y. ', . 5 N
e emphas1s on career educatlon that now extends down ; to the elementary level B
SO, The data revealed a Substantla‘l 1ncrease, in absolute number , a among' -
g almost a11 goal categorles. Some educatlonal areas were not weli represented
T - . . -J" . I .- L . X
< e by 1nstruments on both ratlng casz,ons. 'I'he‘a“was«, relatlvely speakmg,
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Wég{’ ‘1'£,;"f o Numj/p'of Elementary Standardlﬁe &5

Tests Evaluated 1n 19]0

Educatlonal Goal Area "_ Ly  "i: ‘ﬁqf‘l’ P“ﬂusrifff::Sf,'ﬁ 46 ..

L9

l, lé Temperament Persbnal "&;; Q .. l’ilyz?y_i3i.::._l4 o ii?f:.,<24.'

: Temperament—Soe;alv y ';iSf - ?17.v*_1 20f‘55"27g;fgf."

'£'f3’ Attltudes o lfei{ ;-‘1' ﬁﬂf“.;zirﬁﬁﬁie :.,S,FA:E' §e: . yAR

) {4; Needs and.Interests.i,-'i i;f“~';?f';fi;'0f ';Qﬁf.. s ;:  ésﬁﬁﬁ

";5;--VaIU1ng Arts’and Crafts .}'fj -:rﬁlt}fpu | l. | : |
Y. PrgdUClng Arts and Crafts e ! . 2 , . ;-. ( R

ST Understandlng Arts and Crafts L 0 :;:””3 3 4

.. 8. ;Reasonlng LT ‘ :_- o '1153t”l . 43 50 i: a7
'Qi)gCreafiVity L 9. 10 9 -
,;_10.- Memory  ’ .;,.1 .’ 1v. ; ' ‘if'..‘ 11 9« 9v'.r7‘iO"“'

1. Forelgn Language Skll{s e "o'.j o -',‘V.z 7
"IZ.i Forelgn Langgage Assrmi}ation ,;_ ' -';3'6:‘J>fe 0: .‘f fbuﬁ :. 02”-fA' .
:13.'>,_.“ML*angua.ge (.'Ionsltructic')n' . - 11 . 34 ".'_\4"2' 42
. . - N B o g R ‘ : : .
= 14.3.§efereﬁce Skills ‘??,bf- S _ 4 _e]2'13 14, ;',f" . R
15. Arithmetic Concepts, ~ -~ 4 | 12 26 19  19 |
F"16 v'Arifhmetic Operdtidns:;‘ e‘:f -  ; '..9.r ”i'.zijrt:..  ],.:>   o lj.i
| 17. Mathematlcal Appllcatlonelli :- :.'5 8'(7‘ | “ |

"fv ) , o , el (\\\.
*18. Geometry “’.. . L 0 0 o >

19. Mea%urementv’- _ :v‘ "’55 .0 ‘e 1

;j(\‘

-

QO.f Mu51c Apprec1at10n and Intemest .::'\ 0.; 0

- 21, Mu51c Performance ‘ . L (TQIE  ;6 .

22, . Mu51c querstanding___‘ ' .;' PR ~0‘if 0 - 'Zgnei .21:'




‘Table' 1 (contisued) _i s

-~

F.Educatlonal Goal- Area

Y

..2_3..;,
: _2'4 S
éSQk
1]26;f1
27..
. 28,
29,
31"
32,
3.

35.°

36,

37.

39,

40.

4T,

Readlng Comprehen51on '

bReligiOUS,Belief'[

'Sciéntific Knowledge“*m
JSc1ent1f1c Approach

T e

| Sbcibiogy o

}Health and Safety -Pj 'f - : '45.

Phy51ca1 8k111$ SR f'.: e

Sportsmanshlp
Phygaca}.Educatloh ;
Ofal;Aurai'Skiiis
Wafa'Recogﬁitian
Readlng Mechanlcs'
Readlng fnterpretatloa . “:,?_lf

Readlng Apprec1at10n and Response

1

Rellg;ous,Kndwledge S ; R

. ¥ e, -
Scientific Processes

Hlstory and C1v1cs ‘

Geography:_

‘Appllcatlon of Soc1a1 Studles ff;i
' ' ' Totals .

- YR

45

.97

317

17

.. 383

320
16
- 88

.11.:

476




,?-j. AR ;r. Number of Efementary Standardlzed

Table 2

e SO A T '; Tests Evaluated 1n 1976

a T

| 1b'
}'“1i..
12
15,
. r4.
s,
6.
7,&7.

. 20.

21.

‘Bducational Goal Areaf )
. -Soeialization' "j_ .'. S
.' Va1u1ng Art

.- Understandlng Art

-Forelgn Language Skills~ -

' Wr1t1ng Sk111s

'Applying and-ValuLng\Mathematlcs

1. . Personal Temperament. . e
. . . LT : A L . .

.

. Attltudes, Values and Mot1vatlon

£l

r

.7 Produc1ng Art R S -uff{.df'°'

. _Career:Values-and Understanding‘

FUnderstanding‘and'Reasoning. o

Creat1v1ty and Judgment
Memory

Va1u1ng a Forelgn Language and tulture
~ L
Reference and Study Skllhs\ -

Understandlng Math Concepts o

Performlng Ar1thmet1c OperatlonS‘

. " Geometry and’Measurement‘Skills

Valuing Music’

. N .. '..‘_ " |.'
Performlnasln Music and.Dance

Understand ng Mus1c

Sensory Perceptlon"'

Grade :

1. 2

;vi74" 7
| 138r:.:dl37';:
’1312 ';12§.

15 . 16

25 2%
253 210
c28 - 290

"85%.+ 75, -

55 . 91 ¢
46 . 34

33 70

15 .24

184 ¢+ 124

34 5.6
<231 - 220

(4196 181

206 © 156

200 T190

68 74

T304 295 v

34 36

90 s 75

28 ¢ 92 ..

176~ 170

237 26

g_ZSS f'38 :g

151 ' 180 -

.56 S5

24 29

52 63

138 . 119



."Table 2 (contlnjéﬁ) ,i';"f:' .”,*711' 'v‘ ) '> .:”Cradé ;j"
:,Educatlgnal Goai\Area o L | 2 34 5-6

ff,23.' Psychomotor sklus B Y 162 . _1'7'"1:}'. VIR
'24.7 Sports skills R 7 | 13_. 14 22
?ZSI;JValdlng Phy51ca1 Educatlon ,i N ;_:f'._ o - 1 ~'.7 2

©26. "Health Habits and Undefrstandlng R -1'0.-.' 10 | 18 T2
j'zf;"Understandlng Hazards and Dlsease;'d“ ?1.0.- - %Efé -7f0‘:i L
f;éSQ Read1ng Readlness Sk1115 ‘d'nvwf ."n '315- "‘.246.:; '227 "146;0 '

29. Fam111ar1ty with L1terature -
. 300 Readlng w1th Understandlng .d\ o 115. . 182 296 226{-_,*.;‘

, . T : . PO

‘ 31l.i§ead1ng Interpretatapnhand.CriticiSm, - 47 - 51 . 63 ) i $S.' R

32[* Valuing Litératnre-and-Langﬁage DYz s e

Understandlpg Re11g10n _ } L 0 . .0 : 0 v 2
'34(. Personal Ethlc% and Re11g1ous Be11ef 110 r12 9

-+ 35. Investlgatlngﬁthe Env;ronmen; ST S _ 4'; .2 3

.g36.‘°Under§tandin Science » . '~7“:, '.-ﬂ3" ._3 - il- 1f}14fdn
Va1u1ng and Ap 'y1ng Sc1ence a ..‘n] ; .-if‘ 2 6 .. 5
9 - _-' B .

Understandlng Hlstory and C1v1cs o 0o 1 : - 4 f_-: 9

j~Understand1ng Georgraphy " j;"' ' ? :HSn' 6 .. 18 20 e

. iUnderstandlng Sﬁc1a1 Relatlonshlps P ] . 0 2 2
41. Valulng and Applylng 8001a1 Studles .'f"13.' _'i4' . .21f -20: o
| Totals 1938 1891 = 2746 2552 9127

;77' "'-I':j';ﬁ7,' .;:ifpv.



B
'Changes 1n the Q4a11ty of Tests w_f‘w g.:-~?‘f -

. - . ’ - o .
To approach the quest1on of test quallty,_1t was necessary to exa%?nef

o REVEEERE N .
rat1ngs of ghstruments on the var1ous test evaluat1on cr1ter1a. . There were

':'over 20 cr1ter1a employed in evaluat1ng tests (24 in 1970 36 in. 1976) and"‘

Y

_.there were‘thousands of tests evaluated,4so some s1ﬁplffrcat10n was req¥1red
. L~ . . .
ﬁto avo1d "data erload "It was dec1ded to concentrate on tests in-
. : Doy oy A .
several key areas 1n the affect1ve and cogn1t1ve educat1onal doma1ns ‘ Each
AN - YA

s..

'vt1me the same procedure was’ used T?st ratings weré compared for concurrent

. »and pred1ct1ve val1d1ty (cdmb1ned) agg,{or three types of test rel1ab111ty-_tpih‘
o . . ; . .
st retest\ 1nternal cons1stency and alternate form rel1ab1l1ty

E—

.‘-' X : - \
In order to- make test evaluatrons comparable for the 1970 and 1976

: data ,~eSome . adJustments were made 1n‘the rat1ngs In 1970 con_‘J;ent and ."f*
; _ - . . . . -

. pred1ct1ve val1d1ty rat1ngs were made us1ng a O to 5 scal:&(raﬂ/ing from ;;:
:"no evidence reported: to ”exhaust1ve ev1dence") o In 1976 there were ;i'.%“
'separate cr1ter1a for concurrent‘and pred1ct1ve;7a11d1ty; each havlng a //.

A R [N

_“O to 2 scale (the h1gher a test was rated the better rts quallty on each g""

-t

. cr1ter1on) To fac1l1tate compar1son the separate rat1ngs 1n 1976 were

Qadded for each test to y1eld a new comb1ned val1d1ty scale rang1ng~1n value
a v o , o

-from 0 to 4. The val1d1ty cr1ter1on de51gned‘@or the present study con-"

-

ta1ned 4 categor1és hlgh med1um, low, and very low or unreported 3 These

Tt

',reflected the follow1ng respect1ve qual1ty po1nt des1gnat1ons. h1gH—-1970
4 or 5 po1nts 1976 4 po1nts med1um-—1970 and 1976 3 po1nt5° 10w——1970

and 1976 2. po1nts very low or unreport?d——lg70 and 1976 l or O po1nts

'W1th rel1ab1l1zy rat1ngs ,very m1nor changes were made to make the 1970 and

e A ‘. =
1976 data comparable No new scales were constructed -
In mak1ng the rat1ngs f;z»val1d1ty and rel1ab111ty, test evaluators /

p) o

Vv ) s .

: searched through publlsher -supplied 1nformat1on to arr1ve at -a Judgment



71nstruments rece1ved hlgh rat1ngs 1n re11abllrty

' the absolute number of h1gh quallty 1nstruments ava11able : Table 4 shows
"that in 1976 there were more grade 5 and 6 tests w1th SOlld va11d1ty and

<‘re11ab1l1ty data than were avallable in, 1970 The greatest 1ncrease in: the

’ Those tests that c1ted valldlty and re11ab111ty stud1es w1th h1gh correlatlon

N

- ' - .

coeff1c1ents were g1ven the h1ghest rat1ngs Med1um correlat1ons (ranglng

‘frbm;.70.to 90) y1elded medlum rat1ngs If no - stud1es were reported or 1f a

“correlations'werefless\than 70 the test was. rated lows_-¥'7

:’-.Iﬁ-thé f1rst/24ea stud1ed test evaluatlons were compared at the

E upper grade levels 1n an 1mportant part of the affect1ve doma1n—-the area of

'fatt1tudes values and mot1vatlon (1970 goal 3 :Attltudes plus goal 4 Needs

~

and_Interests“~1976 goal 35 Att1tudes, Values and Mot1vat1on) Th1s

e

' and ach1evement mot1vat1on Table 3 reveals that the maJor1ty of such tests

. ~

By

4were rated low 1n va11d1ty and re11ab1l1ty in both 1970 and 1976 T A few'

-

. v : S
The area of reasonlng was a part of the cogn1t1ve doma1n that had many

_;tests/;n the category (1970 goal 8 Reason1ng, 1976 goal 8, Understand1ng

i and Reasonlng) The area<covered 1nstruments that.measured skllls trad1—~y’"

t1onally 1ncluded 1n 1nte111gence tests—-mentaL ab111t1es such as class1f1- -

oo
I‘-»

-

reasonrng It was determ1ned that there were 1ncreases in’ test quallty

. 1! N ) . \ ! :
' among instrd‘gnts in th1s category ‘at least 1n terms of sl1ght 1ncreases in -
y 4

a

v

- : 7 > N

"number’ of h1gh qual1ty 1nstruments occurred on the crrt/r1on of 1nternal

' L f; I

';;;clents greater than - 90 more than doubled

@ -' . . P

The foregolng summar1es concerned areas of great 1nterest to educators
R

A .
: ;but not usually amenable to-direct educat1onal 1ntervent10n However;’most .

o
.
'

'-{"ﬂf;h; . <r N - i:~'1§3

S

B i“'&\‘ ‘ / :-’ o ")::‘ - B » ‘

m;educatlonal area covered such top1cs as att1tude toward school self—esteem,a -

'catlon, comprehensron of 1nformat10n log1cal reason1ng and spatmal-\ Lo i S

.

B

'cons1stency re11ab111ty ' The number of 1nstruments w1th reported coeff1—.1



{y»' R . - .

- ) . . i

of the educatlonal goal categor1es a1med at trad1t10nal curr1cular areaS"*'
(1*e;‘,school subjects) -For.example several goal areas covered mathematlcs o

-

" skllls fhe latter be1ng a s1gn1f1cant part of eVery elementary school curr1—"3;

culum Table 5 gives rat1ngs (at- grades 5 and 6) of tésts of ar1thmet1c

\

fo [operatlons (L970 goal 16 Ar1thmet1c 0perat10ns, 1976,,goal l6 Performlng

Ar1thmet1c *Eeratlons) These categorles conta1ned tests of’ab111ty to

perform hg:}c ar1thmet1c computatlon w1th whole numbers fractlons dec1mals

e and percentages : Few tests at e1ther year were h1gh in va11d1ty or 1n test-
L*) T .

“f'retest and alternate form re11ab111ty A s11ght 1ncrease de occur for

.

‘instruments w1th h1gh 1nternal cons1stency coeff1c1ents. 'f” f'u. o

‘.
o

The f1nal educatlonal category that was compared fdr'changes in test
Coa o . H\

quallty was the area of read1ng read1ness skllls -Here, testsvat gra e l .
. were exam1ned : Th1s age level was chosen s1nce accurate 1nformat10n about
read1ng read1ness is most useful at the ear11est pr1mary school level The

F:t:subskllls 1nwolved here 1nc1uded 11sten1ng and speak1ng ab111ty and word

attack skllls such’ as phonet1c recognltlon (1970 goal 27 Oral- Aural Skllls‘

plus goal 28, Word Recognltlon, 1976 goal 28 Read1ng Read1ness SklllS)

Table 6 reveals that not many changes occurred over the s1x year 1nterlude

[} . -

"W1th th1s educatlonal area, pred1ct1ve va11d1ty is cruc1al to. test usab111ty, o

. : ’ —
: but rat1ngs were low on the comb1ned concurrent and pred1ct1ve va11d1ty

DA
~

criterion . As. w1th the other goal categor1es studled there was a s11ght

B A ‘o R
‘pos1t1ve change in 1nternal cons1stency rellablllty ‘ -

o .

.
[

VoA
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A'Numbers and Pereenteges of Test$~Rated.for 'l‘

- Evaluation Criteriom
. . R

Lok

" High
' Medium
“Low .

“Very 1ow or,

Test}reteét

':7055
o

~

<-

" Test reliability.
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1
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: m.
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oo ,_V': L o Dlscu551on, S

The results showed that the quant1ty of elementary level standardlzed
¢

tests 1ncrease& greatly durxng the 1970's. Almost every maJor"educatlonal
area, had marked expan51on in, the ava11ab111ty of publlshed 1nstruments

Increases haVe been proportlonal The. areas of educatlon well covered by
. f ) . )
tests in 1970 rema1ned well covered in. 1976 .‘Unfortunately, the areas . poorly _ff

A B T e A

E covered at the beg1nn1ng of the- dEcade rema1ned poorly covered at m1d decade..

Areasusuch as arts and crafts fore1gn language educatlon mu51c, sc1ence -
4 . ‘

and soc1al stud1es are curr1cula w1thout the measurement optlons they

V.deserve; The ma; Tcason. £ *‘thls would probably derlve from the non—ﬂ:_ ‘%-"

[

.-'\

trad1t10nal or heterogenous character‘of these subJects Some school

)

dlstrlcts do not empha51ze these ﬁubjects. When the subJects are taught4
P., .

e -

d1fferent co?Fent areas are Fmpha51zed in- d1fferent dlstr1cts . W1thout a-
un1form approach to subJect matter test publlshers are hard pressed to

/

develop tests that carn. be relevant to a var1ety of educatlonal approachesv"
\ o ‘ .

The results regardlng test: qua11ty rat1ngs were depre551ng, 1f not

.-

altogether surprlslng It would appear that desp1te the ‘enormous - growth

“in the number of tests d parallel growth in quallty has not occurred . Testgu\ ‘
i ~ - .
of att1tudes reason1ng, mathemat1cs, and read1ng read1ness have not shown

. noteworthy growth in quallty Of the test categor1es exam1ned 1n thlS study,

s

~ the test1ng of m1nor1t1es} may-have spurred test developers to ref1ne .

'1ntelllgence measures to the,

’ 1nterest in - 1ntelllgen

v
the most 51gn1f1c nt p051t1ve changes occurred among tests of reason1ng,

v"J\ ~
area that encompassed IQ tests It 1s p0551ble that the tremendous pub11c
i :

ests 1n the early 1970's (especlally regard1ng

eatest p0551ble extent. Another re son for. '{~

of the f1rst areas addressed by test makers Therefls a vast.llterature of-J

)




18"

published research and'test.constructiOnvtechnioues”from-whichha‘thors ofb.iﬁai;

new tests can benef1t g .[‘- “_;1'-‘,: -"!53' v
"f\ There Were sevenal 11m1tat10ns t9 th1s study Fir '--' '.asvnecessarY

. ~ \. . . . g
‘to. construct a new scale to make pred1ct1ve and concur nf va11‘1ty ratlngs ,..f"

comparable for the two sets of ratlngs ThlS may have act

1one set of ratlngs (such an occurrence?gé)unllkely, but poss1ble) ' A second

m(fat;on concerns dlfferences 1n test evaluatlon procedures used in- 1970
and-1976 Ratlng cr1ter1a were better def1ned and more str1ngent1y applled \S\;ﬂ

'ﬁ' in 1976 ThlS had the effect of requ1r1ng very conv1nc1ng emp1r1ca1 ev1dence'h“

by N . v

1n order for a test to b“ rated h1gh in va11d1ty or relIab111ty Asha

rébult Egif.ratlngs for 1976 may have been somewhat h1gher had some of the
1976 proce ure3 been- used in 1976 (Of cou_igg the oppos1te 1s also true——

4a

- had the 1976 procedures been app11ed t the 1970 data the 1atter rat1ngs

than they were ) ‘ o
‘o e B ) '(’"'n'._ . o

would have peen—low
Desp1te these 11m1tat10ns, there is no reason to be11eve that the'

generiﬁ f1nd1ngs‘were substantlally affected.’ Regardless of m1nor dlfferences

T T . .4' . x, —

- -

An procedure” the’ conclus1ons rema1n—-there has been an 1ncrease 1ﬁ the

1

quantlty of elementary 1evel standardlzed tests and a neg11g1ble 1ncrease3 e ;7_é

einquality.. D o P R PR
2.

The reader should n(te that some, 1f only a few h1gh qua11ty tests jf'
exist The hundreds of medlocre 1nstrumentSvon the mark?t shou1d ;j;
obscure ‘the good tests that are avallable Th1s stﬁpy threw toget er hlghly

_ developed 1nstruments w1th some,very poof spec1mens and the reader should

- o
A

not lose the. proper perspect1ve - '““\\\7;
' '_ ‘Perhaps the greatest value of the study was to re1nforce the {mportanc o
: of each test consumer karefully cons1der1ng the qua11ty of a test before it

\

'9_1s purchased.' As4auru1e, poor tests outnumber_good tests, Th1§-1s true ,'>> (fd-
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-.e .

regar&less of'the grade 1eve1 or educatlonal area of the test For eiampie*

a study of secondary‘level testS"(Petrosko,-ln press)—has—revealedhflndlngs

» ' -

.Hba51ca11y congruent w1th the present study

S

gconslder relevant research and teéhnifal éﬁpportlng 1nformat10n before—-
. % ~ -

'maklngian expen51ye commlttment to purchase
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An.astute’User of.tests should
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a part1Cu1ar measurement dt *§e§m
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